employed by the respondent as  a continuous  miner  operator  at
the No,   7 Mine.     He is  familiar with the violation  issued  by
Inspector McCormick,  and  in  his  opinion,   because  of  the  equip-
ment operating in  the  area,   it  would be  impossible  to maintain
a  line  curtain to  within  10 feet of  face   "Y"   without  taking  it
down.     He stated that  the respondent's  No.   7  Mine ranks  number
two nationwide in   incidents  of  methane  ignition,  and  that  the
No.   3  Mine  ranks   number   one   (Tr.   191-196).

On cross-examination,  Mr.   Dewberry  stated  that  he
believed the  8-foot cut  into the   "Y"   face  was   a  mistake and
that  the  spads were simply  overcut.     Normally,   the rib  would
come straight across  at  that point.     He  also  believed that  it
would have  been more practical  to turn  right  off the No.   2
entry and cut  from the  off-curtain  side  because  the  ventila-
tion  curtain could then  be maintained  to  within  10  feet  of
the face  in all penetration areas   (Tr.   202-204).

Respondent's  Testimony and Evidence

Thomas E.  McNider  testified that  he  is   the  respondent's
deputy manager for  ventilation,  and he  confirmed that  his
duties   include the  development of  mine  ventilation plans.     He
stated that the applicable mine  ventilation plans  for  the
respondent's No.   3 and NO.   7 Mines  all make  reference to work-
ing  faces  where actual work  is  being performed.     He believed
that  the mine  faces  referred  to  in  the  plans  must  necessarily
be  interpreted as  working  faces,   and that  the  use of  the  lan-
guage all faces as  referred to  in MSHA's  covering letters
approving  the plans must  be construed  to mean  working  faces
in order  to be consistent with  the  actual  plans   submitted by
the  respondent.

Referring to  the  sketch of  the No.   2   entry in question,
exhibit G-3,  Mr.  McNider  was  of  the opinion   that  the  area
marked "X"  on the sketch is  a working face,   but   that  the
cited area marked  "Y"  is  a rib.     He  also believed that the
area to  the right of the  developed crosscut as   shown on  the
sketch,   even  though  a  potential  crosscut,   is   in   fact a  rib.
He believes  there is but one working  face   in  a  working  place.

Mr.   McNider stated  that advancing   the  ventilation  brat-
tice to within 10 feet  of  the purported  face designated  "Y"
on the sketch to achieve abatement in  this  case  constituted a
hazard  in  that  the  brattice curtain  would  short  circuit  the
air  moving  along that  location.     The  brattice  would also  cut
down  on  the visibility and would subject  the brattice  to
being  torn down by equipment moving  through the  area   (Tr.
216).

580 feet of   "Y,"   which was  the point  of   deepest  penetration   in
